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NOTES AND COMMENTS. 



i. 

" LAND STEALING IN NEW MEXICO." 

In the October number of this Review Stephen W. Dorsey makes what he 
calls a " rejoinder" to my article on " Land Stealing in New Mexico." I find it a 
palpable misnomer, for, with a single exception, he does not even attempt a reply 
to the mass of facts which constitute my indictment against'.the rogues of this ter- 
ritory. A very brief notice of what he says may, however, be proper ; but I 
shall take no notice whatever of his personalities, because I frankly confess myself 
hopelessly lost if I need to be defended against any conceivable charges he may 
see fit to make . Mr. Dorsey is the defendant, and I shall confine myself to the sin- 
gle case of the Una de Gato grant, in which he is personally involved, and in 
which he endeavors to defend himself. Here is what I said in my July article : 

" The area of this grant, according to Mr. Dorsey, its claimant, was nearly 
600,000 acres. It was reserved from settlement, and is so reserved to-day by the 
act of 1854 ; but, when the forgery of the grant was demonstrated in 1879, and he 
thought it unsafe to rely upon that title, he determined to avail himself of the 
homestead and pre-emption laws. This he could not legally do, because the land 
was reserved ; but the Commissioner of the General Land Office was touched by 
his misfortune, and, in defiance of law, ordered the land to be surveyed and opened 
to settlement. Mr. Dorsey, who was already in possession of thousands of acres 
of the choicest lands in the tract, at once sent out his squads of henchmen, who 
availed themselves of the forms of the pre-emption and homestead laws in acquir- 
ing pretended titles, which were conveyed to him according to arrangements pre- 
viously agreed upon. No record of this unauthorized action of the Commissioner is 
to be found in the Land Office. What was don9 was done verbally, and in the 
dark, and nothing is now known of the transaction, but the fact of its occurrence, 
and the intimate relations then existing between Mr. Dorsey and the Commissioner 
and his Chief of Surveys. Of course Mr. Dorsey and his associates in this busi- 
ness have no title to the lands thus acquired, and their entries should be cancelled, 
not only because the land was reserved from sale by act of Congress, but because 
these entries were fraudulently made, as will be shown by investigations now in 
progress." 

Now, how does Mr. Dorsey answer me ? Upon investigating the title of this 
grant he says he became satisfied that it was fraudulent. When did he make this 
investigation, and reach this conclusion ? The records of my office and of the 
Interior Department give no answer to the question. They do not show that he 
ever made an investigation, but the contrary. He says he wrote to the Secretary 
of the Interior, stating circumstantially all the facts in his possession regarding 
the grant, and asked him to send a special agent to make a careful investigation, 
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and turned over to the Secretary all the papers in his possession. Unfortunately 
for Mr. Dorsey these statements are unsupported by the records of the Land De- 
partment and contradicted by them. They show that he persisted in his claim for 
years following the first agitation of the validity of his title, and up to January, 
1879, when the forgery of the grant was demonstrated. He did nothing what- 
ever in instigating the inquiry which led to this demonstration, which inquiry 
was set on foot by Lewis Kingman and Henry M. Arms in the year 1877. The 
papers show that he wa3 displeased with their intermeddling with his title, and 
that it was solely at the instance of these men that the Land Office directed an 
investigation to be made. In the light of these facts, the reader can judge for 
himself as to Mr. Dorsey's reverence for the truth when he says, " I exposed the 
fraudulent nature of the grant with which Mr. Julian attempts to link my name 
unfavorably." 

But he says he applied to the Secretary of the Interior to have the land within 
the bounds of this fraudulent grant thrown open for settlement, and that it was 
done accordingly. This is what I said in my article ; but I stated, further, that 
the Land Department had no power to do this. One Surveyor-General had pro- 
nounced the grant valid, and another had declared it to be a forgery. Congress 
alone could determine the question, and the land was absolutely reserved by law in 
the meantime. Commissioner "Williamson knew this perfectly, and for this rea- 
son, doubtless, no written order for tbe survey and sale of these lands was made, 
and tbe business was done " in the dark." 

Mr. Dorsey knows all this, but makes no defense. He admits the action of the 
Land Department, in response to his request, but stands mute as to its illegality. 
He knows that that action was totally unauthorized and secretly performed, 
and that the lands acquired by him and his allies under an illegal order now right- 
fully belong to the United States. In these statements 1 am supported by the 
records of the Government, and no lawyer will attempt to controvert them. This 
disposes of Mr. Dorsey's defense, and I leave him to his reflections. 

George W. Julian. 

II. 

COMPULSOBY VOTING DEMANDED. 

I have read with great interest Mr. Allen Thorndike Rice's bill copied into 
Mr. Redpath's note on Electoral Reform in the September number. If Mr. Rice 
will add another section to his law, making it compulsory on all electors to vote, he 
will then have provided a perfect system of nominations, as well as of elections. 
Nearly one-fifth of the registered voters neglect to vote in all States— even in 
England and France. Reading Mr. Rice's bill, and the accompanying note in con- 
nection with Cardinal Gibbons article in the same number, you will find, by carry- 
ing out their thoughts, that all the evils in government result from neglecting the 
exercise of the right of franchise. It was by this neglect on the part of the citi- 
zens of New York that Tweed became the master for years of New York City, 
and was enabled to rob the people of millions of dollars. He so continued to 
plunder the municipal treasury until the people were compelled to combine, and 
by the exercise of the ballot turned him out of office. 

I subjoin a project of law to render voting compulsory; a duty no more to be 
evaded than jury duty. 

Under my law, supplementary to that of Mr. Rice, we should always have not 
only an honest vote, b-it a full vote ; and both are equally demanded in the 
interests of good government. 
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